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reasons, some of which maybe briefly mentioned. Leaving
out of account the diminution in the production of the raw
material, we have the important fact that no discrimination
is made, either by the waterproof manufacturers or the
waste rubber dealers, between the cotton and the "wool
cuttings. It may be taken that only the latter offer any
attraction as far as the recovery of the fabric is concerned,
the cotton having practically no market value. If wool or
union cuttings could be had in sufficient quantity, and free
from those consisting of cotton alone, there seems no
reason why some at any rate of the processes which have
been proposed should not prove financial successes. The
recovered wool has a ready market in the woollen districts
of West Yorkshire, though it has to be entirely free from
rubber. Among those who have recently worked in this
field may be mentioned E. E. Gubbins, in. whose patent of
1900 claim is made for the use of hot petroleum oil as a
solvent, the softened rubber being squeezed off the cloth
during passage through rollers. In the patent of Robinson
Brothers and Clift the higher boiling coal-tar "bases, obtained
as a bye-product in the manufacture of pyridine, are used
as the solvent. On heating the cuttings in this liquid the
rubber goes completely into solution, and may be precipi-
tated by benzol. The woollen fabric, after washing with
sulphuric acid to remove the residue of the solvent, and
then in -water, is obtained perfectly free from rubber.
To turn to another topic, at one time the old card-clothing
used in cotton mills formed a valuable raw material for
reclaiming purposes, though the term reclaiming is hardly
applicable, the rubber never having been vulcanized. This
source of supply has, however, decreased of late years as